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Done:

1. Ihad two discussions with Chris Bryan and Prof. Ma respectively. I introduced the
slides to both of them and received some feedback. The scope is narrowed down to
design and layout of users’ vis results while using VA systems (visually organize and
summary).

- Take screenshots (when, what?)

- How to layout them as well as encode more context information(to show the
semantics like correlations)? How to keep the mental map, how to enable a better
review experience?

- Whether we need to record the provenance of user interactions? Depends on my
future design.

- The summary supports editing while reviewing.

2. Further compression of bundle size via external some libs of the fire data system;
Modified the data structure so that the system is adapted to Max’s API; assisted in
debugging Annie’s code.

3. My thought about R X EEEH: 74 ARWED, —EHE LA Tamara SR
MIESMNXE, ttReE, BEJUS I BEMEERE. XFRAERXHENX
T, FEREK 5B EN—RBEXEAT, MMXEEMIRE, REEHHE
4% &5 Further discussion with Zhaosong will be a more detailed arrangement.

To Do:

1. Based on the two survey papers on narrative vis, and the provenance papers I read
recently as well as some design-based papers, I will try to figure out several designs,
and talk to Prof. Ma if the ideas are feasible.

2. A discussion with Zhaosong about it X EEK.

3. Reorganization the framework of #5334 % iu ppt slides (brief talk with Yuxin).

Paper reading:

1 VAST2008 Characterizing Users’ Visual Analytic Activity for Insight Provenance X-2—5
REXE, BERHEBRAE. provenance vis ¥ B EZARZRIUKRIKERE, BARKS
PP notes, ANFEEXBWIPRFR, FREN—L VA RGN0, #TAa5HKS,. ¥A
FATAIEXALE X A actions, FH#H—L A B REKIUATFHE—F insight provenance
BB, FHEETIEXER. TENEXNXEXNH A CH#AY prototype XA A A
5% SN k9574

2 InfoVis2017 Bridging From Goals to Tasks with Design Study Analysis Reports Tamara — &
KT design study KA XZEMNAENIES. MUEBITRITH T INELMXFE—EER, ¥
analysis goal B & ¥ 47 %h:



Spec\#Pops | Explore Describe Explain Confirm
Single Discover Observation Describe Observation (Item) Identify Main Cause (Item) Collect Evidence
I: Data only I: Obs (Item) I: Obs (Item) I: Hypothesis
0O: Obs O: Pop Defn (all attributes) O: Pop Defn (dominant attribute) O: Confirm / Reject
(Item or Aggregate) Describe Observation (Aggregate) Identify Main Cause (Aggregate)
I: Obs (Aggregate) I: Obs (Aggregate)
O: Pop Defn (all attributes) O: Pop Defn (dominant attribute)
Multiple Compare Entities Explain Differences Evaluate Hypothesis
I: Pop Defn I: Pop Defn I: Pop Defn; Hypothesis
O: Pop Contrasts (similarities and differences) | O: Pop Contrasts (differences) O: Confirm / Reject

3 VIS2013 An Extensible Framework for Provenance in Human Terrain Visual Analytics 2
VMETRMN—BEXE, ENEAEE EXBEEENARMUEEN ontology BEEHE
R-ARNITEIBEI AR FPEIE, A state FRICHFHEEGMRIEAVIRE, A bookmarks £ A
F annotation T B( L ERBEMMEEFEEA A EIZEXNMEE). 25 UELEN—N/NR.

4 VIS2017 Visualizing Dataflow Graphs of Deep Learning Models in TensorFlow XX 2—&
i #EHY user operation provenance history simplification #J /11, Ef?.ﬁ"ftﬂ’\];% tensorflow F& &
MBRRIEE. XNEHEREERTZMER, (LMESRR, SEEEHEELIEER
RS clutter FIIELR. RERR. BBRE/ETHDFS, TEﬁEﬁE- BREARDEEDR

£ heuristic rule-based.
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5 CHI2018 InfoNice: Easy Creation of Information Graphics JEZ A —D = R/N&RT:
B4 charts 548 2 infographics. fth{]] infographcs BB & FHFAY visual elements fR EF
XF EERF icon =Fh, RERMEZEFHBNIRITIXL infographics, 1R/NITEIEIHT, EHIR
A, 12 &7 powerBI FHIREHAEA.
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